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"It  is  a  deliberate,  reckless,  wilful,  malignant  a] 
stroy  a  great  industry  and  to  defame    everybody  engaged  m  it. 
from  the  farmer  throughout  the  list,  as  a  justification  of  ex- 
cuse for  the  deceptions  they  are  practising.  The  widespread,! 
publicity  that  has   been    given  to  this  defamation  is  our  a p o  1  of 
gy  for  noticing  it."  / 

Hon. J.M.Wilson. 
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Washington,  D.  C. 


EXTRACTS 

From  Testimony  of  N.  K.  Fairbank. 

Before   the  Senate   Committee  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.  C,  Feb.  8,  i 


Q.     Where  do  you  live  ?     A.     Chicago. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  ?  A.  Manufacturer  of  refined 
lard. 

Q.     What  is  your  full  name.     A.     Nathaniel  K.  Fairbank. 

Q.  What  is  the  title  of  the  firm  of  which  you  are  a  mem- 
ber?    A.     N.  K.  Fairbank  &  Co. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  ?  A.  Refiner  of  lard  and 
manufacturer  of  lard  oil. 

Q.  Is  that  (packer's  lard)  put  on  the  market  before  re- 
fining ?  A.  It  is  to  a  certain  extent,  but  the  refiners,  you 
understand,  supply  seven-eighths  of  all  the  lard  that  is  used 
for  commercial  purposes.  Take  Armour  &  Co.,  and  our- 
selves, and  two  or  three  houses  in  New  York,  and  we  handle 
virtually  all  the  lard,  seven-eighths  of  it,  that  is  made  and  re- 
fined. It  is  put  through  this  process  of  settling,  purifying 
and  making  it  fit  for  culinary  purposes.  In  order  to  keep  up 
the  quality  and  obviate  the  disagreeable  taste  to  meet  the 
demands  of  the  trade  we  added  cotton-seed  oil  and  oleomar- 
garine stearine. 

O.  Cannot  you  tell  us  about  the  other  one-eighth,  where 
it  is  made,  and  who  makes  it  ?  A  That  would  be  Squire 
and  other  butchers,  and  small  manufacturers.  A  great  many 
butchers  and  a  great  man)-  small  packers  that  kill  from  fifty 
to  one  hundred  hogs  a  day  render  it  out. 

O.     This  other  one-eighth.     What  is  your  judgment  about 


it?  Is  it  a  deleterious  compound  to  any  extent,  or  adultera- 
tion which  requires  any  legislation  or  regulation  at  all?  A. 
No,  sir.  If  there  is  to  be  any  law  regulating  the  sale  of  lard, 
putting  the  dealers  in  lard,  the  large  manufacturers,  under 
restrictions,  there  should  be  a  law  that  would  cover  all. 

O.  You  have  explained  about  seven-eighths  of  the  lard. 
Now,  so  far  as  you  know,  is  there  any  occasion  for  legal  regu- 
lation in  regard  to  the  other  one-eighth  ?  A.  Certainly 
there  would  be. 

O.  Just  confine  your  answer  to  that  one-eighth.  Is  it  a 
hurtful  substance  that  requires  any  legislation  whatever  ? 
A.     I  should  say  not. 

Senator  George.  Do  you  mean  to  say  seven-eighths  of 
all  the  lard  made  and  consumed  in  this  country  is  of  the  com- 
pound lard  that  you  speak  of?  A.  Yes,  sir.  I  should  say 
so  at  a  rough  guess.  I  have  not  got  the  figures.  Perhaps  I 
ought  to  modify  that  and  make  it  three-fourths.  About  three 
fourths  of  the  compound  lard,  and  the  other  is  pure  hog 
lard, 

O.  I  want  to  know  how  it  is  that  in  the  long  run  the  pure 
lard  maintains  one  half  a  cent  a  pound  higher  in  price  ?  A. 
I  do  not  think  that  pure  lard,  as  you  call  it,  the  regular  lard 
does  in  the  retail  market  bring  half  a  cent  more. 

O.  That  statement  has  been  made  repeatedly.  A.  That 
is  the  retail  markets.  I  mean  in  Chicago  markets  where  there 
is  a  large  general  market,  and  in  New  York  where  the  refiner 
of  Europe  wants  to  buy  lard.  The  general  market  is  half  a 
cent  more. 

Q.  Just  confine  yourself  now  to  this  country.  You  say 
that  the  pure  lard,  such  as  Squires  and  the  rest  of  them  selly 
and  such  as  yourself  and  Armour  sell,  the  pure  lard  without 
the  cotton-seed  and  the  other  mixtures  sells  for  one  half  cent 
more  than  the  other  ?     A.     I  don't  say  that. 

Q.     Then  what  is  it  that  you  say  about  that   one   half  cent 


a  pound  more  for  pure  lard?  Who  pays  it,  the  consumer, 
the  family?     A.      Yes,  sir. 

O.  Then  it  comes  to  this,  that  the  consumer  of  the 'lard  is 
willing  to  give  half  a  cent  more  for  pure  lard  than  for  the 
other  article  ?  A.  No,  sir.  Here  is  what  it  is.  You  have 
heard  an  answer  in  relation  to  Sqitire's  pure  lard.  That  is 
an  exceptional  p7tre  lard.  It  is  made  from  the  pure  leaf. 
The  lard  that  I  am  describing  to  you  is  the  No.  i  packers 
refined  steam  lard  as  it  is  rendered.  Everything  is  dumped 
into  the  tank,  mainly  robbed  of  the  leaf  which  is  taken  out, 
and  it  is  not  any  such  quality  of  lard  as  this  is,  and  it  is  not 
any  such  quality  of  lard  as  the  large  amount,  one-eighth  or 
one-quarter  of  lard,  that  is  sold,  which  is  made  by  small 
butchers  and  small  packers  who  render  their  lard  carefully 
and  put  it  up  sweet  and  nice. 

O.  In  point  of  fact  you  don't  render  any  pure  leaf  lard  ? 
A.     No,  sir.     We  buy  it  in  trie  markets  from  the  packers. 

O.  (By  Senator  Plumb.)  Suppose  a  retailer  had  pure 
lard  and  this  refined  lard,  would  he  charge  the  same  price  for 
either  ?     A.     That  would  depend. 

O.  Would  you  charge  him  half  a  cent  more  (for  pure 
lard)  than  you  would  for  the  compound  ?  A.  Yes,  sir  ;  we 
don't  put  up  the  regular  lard. 

Q.     But  if  you  did  so,  you  would  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Blair.  Before  you  get  through  tell  what  specific 
things  you  object  to  in  this  bill  ?  A.  I  object  to  stigmatiz- 
ing an  article  that  is  pure  and  wholesome  and  gives  entire 
satisfaction  to  the  whole  world  as  an  adulterated  article. 

Senator  Plumb.  Will  you  object  to  using  the  word 
''characterizing?"  Stigmatizing  is  a  bad  word.  Would  you 
object  to  the  formula  being  pressed  on  each  package  of  which 
the  compound  is  made?  A.  Of  coicrse  I  would  object,  be- 
cause every  manufacturer  has  certain  formulas  and  certain 
mixtures  in  putting  up  which  he  docs  not  want  to  give  away 
to  his  customers. 


O.  Would  you  object  to  a  characterization  such  as  l'  com- 
pound lard "  ?  A.  Yes,  sir.  I  contend  that  it  is  already 
characterized  under  the  name  of  "  refined  lard,"  and  it  is  the 
name  that  the  trade  throughout  the  whole  world  thoroughly 
understands. 

O.  Do  the  consumers  understand  that?  A.  Yes,  sir; 
such  as  they  would  understand  any  other  characterization. 

O.  Would  it  not  be  natural  for  myself  going  into  a  gro- 
cery store  and  seeing  pure  lard  and  refined  lard  to  infer  that 
the  refined  lard  was  the  purer  article  of  the  two  and  repre- 
sented what  I  wanted.     A.     It  is  better. 

Q.  But  the  point  is  that  it  is  not  lard  ?  A.  That  is  a 
fact. 

Senator  Blair.  Why  not  change  your  trade  mark  "  Re- 
fined lard  composed  fifty  per  cent,  of  pure  lard,  hogs  fat, 
twenty  per  cent,  refined  cotton-seed  oil,  and  thirty  per  cent, 
of  refined  beef  tallow  ?  "  That  shows  just  what  you  are  made 
of.     Would  that  injure  you  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  ?  It  would  simply  be  the  truth  ?  A.  Because 
in  the  first  place  we  don  t  want  to  tell  all  oipr  competitors  what 
the  formula  is.  We  say  that  it  is  sufficiently  known  today. 
We  don't  think  it  is  just  and  right  to  compel  a  lard  manu- 
facturer to  do  it  especially. 

Q.  It  ought  to  help  you,  because  it  is  better  than  hog 
fat  ?  A.  It  would  not  help  us.  It  don't  help  any  manu- 
facturer to  change  his  marks. 

Q.  If  anybody  sells  an  article  under  a  wrong  name  let 
them  be  corrected  too.  A.  I  don't  think  they  are  selling 
them  under  a  wrong  name.  There  are  very  few  articles  in 
trade  to-day  that  are  not  mixtures  and  manufactured  articles. 

Q.  You  say  you  don't  want  to  give  away  your  formula. 
Suppose  you  retain  your  present  name  and  say,  composed  of 
hogs  fat,  tallow  and  cotton-seed  oil.  That  does  not  give 
away  any  formula,  it  gives  only  the  three  component  articles. 
Would  that  do  any  harm  ?     A.     It  would  do  harm  in  chang- 


ing  our  label  and  brand  which  we  have  been  twenty-five  years 
building  up,  and  which  the  people  understand.  We  say  there 
is  no  demand  for  this  or  occasion  for  it.  There  is  no  demand 
from  the  people  for  it.  You  have  not  heard  any  commotion 
over  the  country  about  the  deleterious  substance  of  this  lard. 

Q.  Suppose  there  were  twenty  per  cent,  of  pure  lard  in 
your  compound.  Would  you  regard  it  as  a  fair  thing  to  the 
trade  to  call  it  refined  lard  without  letting  every  one  know 
that  it  was  a  compound  ?  A.  After  we  have  been  putting 
up  lard  for  twenty-five  years,  we  claim  to  become  expert  in 
the  manufacture  of  an  edible  lard  for  domestic  purposes.  If 
we  consider  that  we  can  make  an  article  that  meets  the  de- 
mand of  our  trade,  fulfils  the  wants  of  the  trade,  and  is  pure 
and  wholesome,  and  valuable,  and  can  put  in  fifty  per  cent, 
or  sixty  per  cent,  of  cotton-seed  oil,  and  harden  it  with 
twenty  per  cent,  of  lard  to  make  it  firm,  it  meets  the  demands 
of  our  trade.  That  is  all  they  want.  We  know  what  they 
want  better  than  they  do  themselves. 

Q.  You  think  that  if  there  was  only  twenty  per  cent,  of 
lard  that  it  would  be  right  to  brand  that  as  refined  lard  ?  A. 
Yes,  sir.  If  we  choose  to  use  our  brand,  which  is  our  capi- 
tal in  business,  which  is  the  thing  we  make  our  money  out  of, 
which  is  our  reputation,  and  we  are  able  to  sell  that  well 
known  brand  all  over  the  country  in  larger  quantities  than 
any  other  concern  in  the  world  of  refined  lard  —  very  much 
larger —  and  we  have  been  doing  it  for  twenty-rive  years  ;  if 
we  choose  to  say  we  are  willing  to  put  in  our  brand  of 
refined  lard  only  about  twenty  per  cent,  of  lard,  we  consider 
it  perfectly  fair  to  do  it.  We  are  willing  to  take  that  risk, 
and  if  the  public  find  out  that  it  don't  meet  their  wants  they 
find  it  out  quicker  than  anything  else. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  it  would  be  sailing  under  false  colors? 
A.  It  would  not  be  sailing  under  false  colors.  There  is  our 
name  "  N.  K.  Fairbank  &  Co..  Refined  Lard."       That   is  our 


lard.     I  have  been  in  the  business  too  long  to  prostitute  that 
name. 

Senator  Plumb.  The  word  "refined,"  I  understand,  is 
identified  solely  now  with  this  lard  made  by  yourself  ?  A.  Yes, 
sir.  It  is  made  of  beef  stearine,  cotton-seed  oil,  and  packers 
lard. 

Q.     Solely  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Plumb.  The  statement  has  been  made  that  lard, 
made  by  some  refined  lard  manufacturers,  is  made  of  grease, 
dead  hog-  fat,  and  various  other  impure  substances.  Please 
state  whether  this  is  a  fact.  From  your  own  observation  tell 
us  what  you  know  about  it?  A.  I  don't  know.  I  have 
never  seen  nor  known  any  of  the  refiners  to  do  that.  I  know 
from  my  own  observation  that  it  is  entirely  impossible  to  use 
dead  hog  grease  in  refined  lard.  That  is,  to  make  an  article 
that  is  fit  for  the  public  to  use.  It  is  detected  at  once.  Chem- 
istry has  not  yet  discovered  anything  to  eliminate  the  smell  and 
taste  of  dead  hog  grease.  It  cannot  be  done.  It  has  not  been 
done  yet.  The  lard  always  has  a  smell  and  I  have  spent  a 
great  many  dollars  in  trying  to  eliminate  that  smell  a?td 
taste. 

Mr.  Wilson.  You  don't  slaughter  any  hogs  ?  A.  No, 
sir. 

O.  From  whom  do  you  purchase  your  material  ?  A.  We 
purchase  it  in  the  open  market  on  change. 

0.  In  Chicago?  A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  from  the  different 
packers  in  Chicago,  Omaha,  St.  Louis  and  everywhere. 

Q.  Now  you  have  a  process  by  which  you  put  this  thing 
through  for  the  purpose  of  producing  your  refined  lard  ?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  your  establishment  is  in  Chicago  ?  A.  Yes, 
sir ;   St.  Louis  and  Omaha. 

O.  Have  you  any  objection  to  any  person  who  is  capable 
of  appreciating  and  understanding  what  your  process   is   and 


what  materials  you  are  using,  to  go   into   your  factory?      A. 
None  at  all. 

O.  You  never  denied  anybody  the  privilege  of  doing 
that?  A.  I  cannot  say.  If  a  man  would  come  down  and 
say,  I  would  like  to  go  through  your  factor)-,  and  see  how  you 
are  making  lard,  I  would  say  as  a  rule,  we  don't  allow  every- 
body to  go  through  the  factory. 

O.  Would  you  give  him  the  ingredients  ?  A.  No,  sir. 
We  would  give  it  to  the  committee. 

O.     Why  not?     A.     Because  it  was  none  of  his  business. 

Q.  Will  you  tell  the  committee  exactly  your  process  of 
making  this  article  which  you  sell  in  the  markets  ?  A.  I 
have  already. 

O.  Will  you  tell  us  how  much  hog  lard  you  use,  and  how 
much  cotton-seed  oil  you  use,  and  how  much  other  material 
you  use  ?     A.     I  have  told  the  committee  that  once. 

O.  You  have  spoken  here  several  times  of  formulas. 
Have  you  those  formulas  ?  A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not.  They 
differ  according  to  the  season  of  the  year  and  the  climate 
where  the  article  is  going. 

O.  Now  assume  you  are  PfoinQf  to  send  it  to  Cuba.  How 
much  hog  lard  would  you  put  in  ?  A.  I  cannot  tell  you. 
I  don't  go  to  the  factory  and  I  don't  make  the  lard. 

O.  You  have  one  man,  I  suppose,  who  regulates  the 
compound  and  the  quantity  of  each  ingredient  that  goes  in. 
Who  is  he  ?     A.     Mr.  Sears. 

O.  Do  you  say  you  don't  know  how  much  lard  goes  into 
your  shipments  of  that  article  to  Cuba?  A.  No,  sir;  1  don't 
understand  that.     I  know  about  how  much,  that  is  all. 

O.  Do  you  know  how  much  cotton-seed  oil  goes  into 
the  product  you  ship  to  Europe  ?     A.     No,  Sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  cotton-seed  oil  goes  into  the 
product  that  comes,  for  instance,  to  the  city  of  Washington, 
or  New  York  ?     A.     No,  sir. 


s 

Q.     So  that  you  are  not  able  to  tell  the  committee   how 

much  cotton-seed  oil A.      (Interrupting),  I   have  told 

the  committee  about  twenty-five  per  cent.  I  don't  propose 
to  give  Squire  or  any  other  large  manufacturer  the  benefit  of 
the  knowledge  that  I  have  acquired  in  twenty- five  years. 

O.  As  I  understand  you,  you  don't  propose  to  allow  the 
persons  who  eat  it  to  know  how  much  is  lard  and  how  much 
cotton- seed  oil,  and  how  much  is  something  else  f  A.  I  don't 
propose  to  write  them  letters  and  advertise  and  tell  them.  If 
they  are  not  satisfied  with  our  article  they  wont  buy  it. 

O.  You  seem  to  think  now  it  is  a  healthier  and  better 
article  than  pure  lard  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

O.  Then  what  is  the  objection  of  letting  it  be  known? 
A.     There  is  no  objection. 

O.  Then  give  it  to  us?  A.  It  is  not  necessary;  that 
is  all. 

O.  Give  us  the  name  of  some  one  who  can  give  us  ac- 
curate knowledge  on  that  subject?  A.  I  can  give  you  a 
dozen  names.  % 

0.  All  right  we  would  like  to  have  them.  A.  Mr. 
Sears. 

O.     Is  he  here?     A.     No,  sir. 

O.  Is  there  anybody  here  that  does  know?  A.  I  don't 
know  that  there  is. 

O.  Now  your  process,  as  I  understand  you,  is  to  take,  we 
will  say  approximately,  sixty  per  cent,  of  lard,  and  you  pro- 
ceed to  refine  that  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

O.  Is  it  pure  lard  ?  A.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  is  a  commercial  lard, 
and  is  known  in  our  market  and  to  the  trade  in  Europe. 

0.  Then  what  is  the  next  thing  you  do  with  it?  A.  The 
next  thing  is  to  put  in  the  oil  and  stearine. 

O.  Now  can  you  give  the  Committee  any  other  reason 
than  you  have  already  given  why  you  should  not  let  the 
world  know  that  this  cotton-seed  oil  and  lard  mixed   in    it,   is 


not  pure  lard  ?  A.  I  don't  see  any  necessity.  There  has  been 
no  call  upon  us.      I  have  no  objections  in  any  way. 

O.  You  have  no  objection  to  it.  I  repeat  substantially  a 
question  put  by  a  gentleman  of  the  committee  —  What  is 
your  objection  to  putting-  it  on  your  package  ?  A.  As  I  told 
the  Committee  before,  we  don't  propose  to  be  compelled  to 
change  our  brand  of  refined  lard. 

O.  You  need  not  change  your  brand  ?  A.  Yes,  we  do 
change  it.  We  put  something  else  on  our  label  than  what  we 
have  had  before.  We  will  have  to  make  a  different  arrange- 
ment in  our  trade,  and  I  see  no  necessity  for  compelling  any 
reputable  manufacturer  to  do  any  such  thing.  If  we  were 
putting  in  any  deleterious  substance  ;  if  we  were  adulterating 
our  lard  seven  eighths  ;  if  we  were  reducing  its  quality  or  in  any 
way  doing  anything  that  wTas  injurious  to  it ;  if  we  were  de- 
frauding the  public  in  any  way,  then  it  would  be  a  proper 
thing  that  they  should  know. 

O.  But  you  claim  the  right  to  be  the  judge  of  that  your- 
self, as  I  understand  you  ?  A.  No,  I  don't.  I  leave  the 
customer  to  be  the  judge  of  it. 

O.  But  you  don't  allow  the  customer  to  know  what  you 
put  in  it.     A.      The  acstomer  eats  it* 

O.  I  think  if  you  sell  me  a  lard,  I  have  a  right  to  know 
what  is  in  it.     A.     Yes,  sir. 

O.  Why  don't  you  tell  the  customer?  A.  Because  there 
is  no  necessity.  The  customer  don't  want  to  know.  He  don't 
ask.  If  he  discovers  in  using  that  lard,  if  he  should  take  the 
lard  and  cook  fish  or  doughnuts  in  it,  and  he  should  say —  I 
find  something  in  that  lard  that  I  don't  like  the  taste  of  it, 
and  I  wish  you  would  tell  us  about  it  —  well,  I  would  tell  him 
about  it. 

Before    Senate  Committee,  Washington,  March  17th, 

1888. 
The  Chairman.     I    believe  the   first   thing    in    order   this 


IO 


morning    is  the    presentation  of    the  different  specimens  of 
mixtures  which  go  under  the  name  of  k4  refined  lard." 

PROF.    H.    W.    WILEY,  called  to  the  stand. 

O.  (by  the  Chairman).  What  is  your  profession?  A. 
Chemist  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

O.  (by  Mr.  Wilson).  Professor,  have  you  had  an)-  sam- 
ples of  lard  sent  to  the  Agricultural  Bureau?  If  you  have,  I  wish 
you  would  state  to  the  Committee  where  they  came  from  ;  give 
the  numbers  and  brands,  and  if  you  have  analyzed  them,  give 
what  the  results  of  your  analysis  are  as  to  each  one,  taking 
them  in  their  order  V  A.  We  have  had  quite  a  large  num- 
ber of  samples  of  lard  submitted  for  examination  —  about  a 
hundred  altogether  —  and  while  we  have  not  completed  the 
analysis  of  any  of  them,  we  have  examined  all  of  them  quali- 
tatively for  adulterants.  It  would  be  rather  a  long  story  to 
take  up  one  hundred  lards  and  discuss  them  separately. 

The  Chairman.     I  think  you  had  better  classify  them. 

Prof.  Wiley.  Lards  have  been  submitted  by  various  per- 
sons accompanied  by  affidavits.  Here  are  the  affidavits  cov- 
ering each  sample,  stating  where  they  were  purchased,  what 
brands  they  are,  and  all  that  is  necessary  to  know  in  regard 
to  the  different  samples.  Then  I  have  classified  them  as  far 
as  possible,  according  to  the  manufacturers.  For  instance,  I 
have  put  Fairbank  &  Co.  on  all  that  came  from  that  firm  to- 
gether, and  all  of  Armour  &  Co.  together.  The  same  with 
regard  to  the  other  firms. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Blair).  How  is  it  you  detect  the  cotton-seed 
oil  in  this  case  ?  A.  By  nitrate  of  silver,  (Sample  No. 
5595).  It  reduces  the  silver  to  a  metallic  state,  and  no  other 
oil  that  we  have  ever  been  able  to  find  will  do  this. 

O.  You  cannot  detect  the  stearine  in  that  way  ?  A.  No, 
sir  ;  stearine  we  detect  by  the  microscope. 

O.      (by  Mr.  Wilson).     Is  there  any  affinity  between   the 
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nitrate  and  the  oil  so  that  they  will  unite  ?  A.  No,  sir  ;  there  is 
some  reducing  substance  in  cotton-seed  oil  peculiar  to  that 
substance.  So  far  as  we  know  it  does  not  belong  to  any 
other  vegetable  or  animal  oil.  By  putting  the  two  together  and 
mixing  them  the  solution  is  reduced  to  a  metallic  state  and 
makes  a  very  black  deposit. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Blair).  You  find  a  peculiarity  in  cotton-seed 
oil  that  is  not  in  any  other  ?     A.     There  certainly  is. 

Q.     It  operates  upon  the  nitrate  of  silver  ?      A.       Yes,  sir. 

O.  In  such  a  way  as  to  form  a  metallic  silver  ?  A.  Yes, 
sir  ;   in  such  a  way  as  to  form  a  metallic  silver. 

Q.  By  the  action  of  this  oil  ?  A.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  it  is 
deposited  with  a  metallic  lustre  on  the  sides  of  the  dish,  and 
also  in  black  particles  throughout  the  mass  of  the  oil,  giving  it  a 
very  black  color. 

O.  (by  Mr.  Wilsox.)  Give  us  the  first  you  have  of  the 
Fairbank  list,  and  go  through  it  the  same  way  ?  A.  No. 
5558  ;  marked  "  Prime  refined  family  lard,"  purchased  in  Mo- 
bile. 

Q.     Where  was  that  made  ?     A.     Made  in  Chicago. 

Q.  What  does  it  contain  ?  A.  It  contains  cotton-seed 
oil  and  beef  stearine.  All  of  these  samples  you  can  treat  to- 
gether, as  they  are  all  alike  except  one — the  whole  twelve. 

The  Chairman.     Just  give  the  numbers  inclusive. 

Prof.  Wiley.  Nos.  5558.  5561,  5567.  5569,  5573,  5574, 
5576,  5586,  5596,  5636,  and  5654  ;  they  are  not  all  marked 
alike. 

O.  (by  Mr.  Wilson).  I  want  you  to  give  the  marks  on 
each?  A.  Nos.  5558,  5567,  5573,  5576,  5586,  5596,  and 
5636  are  marked  "  Prime  refined  family  lard." 

O.  How  are  the  others  marked  ?  A.  5663  is  marked 
"  Choice  refined  family  lard."  5574  is  marked  "  Pure  refined 
family  lard,"  5654  and  is  marked  "  Compound  lard." 

O.  Can  you  tell  us  where  these:  various  samples  were  pur- 
chased ?     A.     Yes,  sir.     No.  5558  in  Mobile  ;   5561  in  Macon, 
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Ga.;  5563,  Savannah,  Ga.;  5567,  Dallas,  Tex.;  5569,  St. 
Louis;  5573,  in  St.  Louis;  5574,  Atlanta,  Ga.;  5576,  New 
Orleans;  5586,  Norfolk,  Va.;  5596,  Philadelphia;  5636,  New 
York;   5654,  Boston. 

O.  (by  Mr.  Blair).  These  examinations  of  yours  do  not 
develop  the  other  elements  or  qualities  save  only  stearine  and 
cotton-seed  oil. 

(Atty.  for  Fairbank  interrupting.) 

Mr.  Cromwell.  We  publicly  proclaim  that  and  boast  of 
it.  We  proclaim  and  boast  of  the  cotton-seed  oil  and  beef 
stearine  being  in  our  compound. 

Mr.  Blair.  You  take  the  ground  that  cotton-seed  oil 
makes  it  better  ? 

Mr.  Cromwell.  Yes,  sir ;  beef  stearine  and  this  mixture 
makes  the  compound  better. 

Prof.  Wiley,  (resuming,  to  Mr.  Blair)  .  They  will  when 
we  get  through  with  them  ;  then  we  will  determine  the  water 
there  may  be  in  any  of  these  samples. 

Q.  Of  what  advantage  then  is  your  testimony  here  if 
these  experiments  have  not  been  completed  ? 

The  Chairman.  It  is  merely  given,  I  suppose,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  that  these  samples  consist  of  an  admixture, 
and  the  way  they  are  characterized. 

The  Chairman.     Are  you  through  with  Fairbank's  samples? 

Judge  Wilson.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Wilson).  What  are  your  other  samples.  A. 
WTe  have  samples  from  Squire  &  Co.,  and  C.  H.  Mixer,  in- 
spector of  lards  in  Chicago. 

Q.  Take  the  Squire  lard,  and  tell  us  what  you  find  in 
that?  A.  Squire  &  Co.,  No.  5591,  marked  "Pure  leaf  lard," 
Boston.     That  contains  neither  cotton-seed  oil  nor  stearine. 

O.  What  else  have  you  from  Squire  &  Co.?  A.  No. 
5592,  marked  the  same  ;  the  same  locality;  the  same  anal- 
ysis. 


i3 

O.  Any  more  from  him  ?  A.  No.  5650,  "Prime  steam 
lard." 

O.  What  does  that  contain  ?  A.  It  contains  no  cotton- 
seed oil  and  no  stearine. 

Q.     Any  other  number  from  him  ?     A.     That  is  all. 

Q.  Do  you  find  anything  in  that  lard  except  the  pure  fat 
of  the  hog  ?  A.  We  did  not  look  for  the  pure  fat  of  the 
hog,  but  we  did  not  find  anything  else  that  we  looked  for. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Cromwell).  Who  furnished  the  samples? 
A.     They  were  furnished  by  Prof.  Sharpies. 

Q.  He  furnished  all  of  Mr.  Squire's  samples  ?  A.  Yes  ; 
he  furnished  all  three  of  them. 

Mr.  Wilson.  Mr.  Cromwell,  you  go  anywhere  in  the  mar- 
kets of  the  world  and  bring  us  any  sample  that  you  can  pro- 
duce of  Mr.  Squire  that  has  cotton-seed  oil  in  it,  and  we  will 
pay  you  a  very  large  premium  as  well  as  your  expenses. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Blair).  Of  course  this  investigation  you 
have  undertaken  with  public  money  and  for  the  reason  that 
you  understand  there  is  a  public  evil  that  should  be  removed  ? 
A.     The  object  is  for  the  public  good. 

R.    H.    BLACKMAR,  called  to  the  stand. 

O.  (by  the  Chairman).  Please  state  your  residence  ? 
A.     New  York  city. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  the  consumer  when  he  buys  refined 
lard  knows  that  he  is  buying  an  admixture  or  a  compound  ? 
A.  I  think  a  great  many  do,  and  a  great  many  do  not;  but 
they  do  not  really  care  as  long  as  it  satisfies  them. 

The  Chairman.  I  never  heard  anything  about  it  until  it 
was  brought  up  here  (Laughter)  I  always  thought  that  1 
was  getting  a  double  extract  of  lard  when  I  bought  refined 
lard. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  what  is  called  the  Cotton-Seed 
Oil  Trust?     A.     There  is  something  of  that  kind. 
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O.  Who  is  concerned  in  it  ?  A.  I  Think  it  is  not  a  lard 
matter. 

O.  Cotton-seed  oil  goes  into  the  lard,  does  it  not  ?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

O.  Are  the  men  enraged  jn  the  Trust  concerned  in  the 
lard  business  also  ?  A.  I  can  only  tell  from  hearsay,  and 
from  the  investigations  of  Trusts  in  our  own  state.  I  think 
in  that  investigation  it  was  stated  that  Fairbank  &  Co.  has 
some  relation  to  the  Trusts,  but  I  do  not  know. 

O.     To  the  Cotton-Seed  Oil  Trust  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Wilson.)  Do  you  do  anything  in  the  way  of 
manufacturing  ?  A.  I  have  had  supervision  of  the  manu- 
facture. I  have  bought  the  products  that  are  used  in  the 
manufacture. 

O.  Do  you  know  of  the  manner  in  which  these  articles 
are  compounded  ?     A.     I  do  know  something  of  it. 

O.  Then  you  manufacture  these  refined  lards  with  differ- 
ent proportions  of  the  same  materials  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  can  make  lard-  of  these  substances  and  vary  the 
proportions  ?     A.     Certainly. 

Q.  You  can  use  40  per  cent,  of  lard  and  the  balance  of 
these  other  ingredients,  and  come  as  low  as  40  per.  cent.,  can 
you  not  ?  A.  You  can  make  lard  entirely  of  other  ingredi- 
ents, if  you  see  fit  to  do  so. 

Q.  You  can  make  it  without  any  lard  at  all  ?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Wilson).  Do  you  think  it  wonld  hurt  your 
business  if  you  were  to  put  on  your  packages,  "  This  is  pure, 
refined  family  lard,  composed  of  40  per  cent,  cotton-seed  oil, 
20  per  cent,  of  stearine,  and  the  balance  of  lard  "  ?  A.  I  do 
not  think  it  would  do  it  any  good. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  would  do  it  any  harm  ?  A.  I  think 
it  might. 
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WILLIAM    SINCLAIR,  called  to  the  stand. 

O.  (by  Mr.  Wilson).  Where  do  you  reside?  A.  Chi- 
cago. 

O.  I  wish  you  would  state  what,  if  anything,  you  know  in 
regard  to  the  manufacture  and  disposition  of  dead  hogs  in 
St.  Louis  ;  what  information  you  have  on  the  subject  and  how 
you  get  it?  A.  I  have  been  in  the  contractors  place  in 
St.  Louis,  not  with  regard  to  this  investigation,  but  from  time 
to  time  I  have  been  there.  I  didn't  know  anything  about 
having  to  come  here  with  regard  to  these  points.  I  know 
that  the  contractor  renders  all  the  dead  hogs  that  come  into 
the  Union  Stock  Yards  there.  He  puts  up  two  kinds,  the 
white  grease  in  new,  clean  barrels,  and  the  other  grease  in  old 
barrels,  or  any  other  barrels  or  packages  that  may  be  handy, 
and  sends  them  principally  to  Fairbank  &  Co.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  is  under  contract,  or  otherwise. 

O.     Both  kinds  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

O.  State  whether  the  packers  in  St.  Louis  render  the  dead 
hogs,  or  whether  that  is  done  by  a  separate  company  or  organi- 
zation ?  A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  packer  in  St.  Louis  that 
renders  dead  hogs,  because  the  Union  Stock  Yards  have  a 
contract  with  this  man. 

O.  How  is  it  in  Chicago  ?  A.  The  same  way  in  Chi- 
cago.    There  is  a  rendering  company  in  Chicago. 

Q.  They  take  all  the  dead  hogs  and  render  them  into  this 
orease  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Putrid  grease,  or  otherwise,  or  decomposed  hogs  ?  A. 
I  suppose  just  as  they  get  them  out  of  the  cars. 

O.  They  don't  throw  one  out  because  he  is  decomposed  ? 
A.     No,  sir. 

O.  Do  you  know  how  much  is  sold  to  Fairbank  ?  A.  All 
sold  in  St.  Louis. 

O.     To  Fairbank  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 


i6 
EXTRACT  FROM  SPEECH  OF  MR.  SINCLAIR. 

Refined  Lard,  or  under  whatever  name  it  may  be  sold,  as  it 
has  many  aliases,  is  a  manufactured  product,  mixed  and  man- 
ipulated and  put  upon  the  market,  robbing  pure  lard  of  its 
nutritive  qualities,  to  the  profit  of  the  manufacturers,  but  it 
enhances  the  cost  of  living  to  the  consumers,  who  are  com- 
pelled to  purchase  and  pay  for  an  adulterated  article,  which 
they  are  led  to  believe  from  the  name  used,  is  the  pure,  un- 
adulterated fat  of  the  hog. 

The  adulteration  of  lard  is  admitted  by  the  manufacturers 
of  same  not  to  be  pure  lard,  but  a  heterogenous  mess,  con- 
sisting of  lard,  cotton-seed  oil,  and  stearine,  in  varying  pro- 
portions to  suit  the  season,  climate,  or  the  purses  of  their 
customers. 

They  take  the  oil,  etc.,  out  of  tallow  from  cattle  and  the 
stearine  left  is  put  into  mixture  and  they  use  lard  as  the  sugar- 
coat  for  their  nasty  combination,  and  ask  the  public  to  take  it 
under  the  name  of  Refined  Lard.  Who  can  tell  whether  the 
tallow  has  been  taken  from  healthy  cattle  ? 

Stearine  has  its  uses  properly  defined  in  the  arts  ;  its  use  is 
only  fit  for  the  candle  maker  and  soap  maker. 

This,  then,  is  the  compound  the  public  are  asked  or  rather 
compelled  to  purchase  for  their  use.  It  can  be  readily  seen 
that  every  ounce  of  stuff  they  adulterate  lard  with  detracts 
just  that  much  from  the  nutritive  qualities  of  pure  lard,  and 
consequently  reduces  it  in  value  as  a  food  product. 

ABRAHAM    S.    JEWELL,  called  to  the  stand. 

Q.  (by  the  Chairman)  .  Where  do  you  reside  ?  A.  I 
live  in  Jersey  City,  but  do  business  in  New  York. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Blair).  Did  reputable  refiners  in  the  time 
you  speak  of  make  use  of  dead  hog  grease  or  the  like,  in 
manufacturing  refined  lard  ?  A.  I  think  they  did,  but  on 
the  same  principle  that  has  been  stated  here  by  the   chemists. 
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In  my  opinion,  hog  grease  —  I  do  not  care  what  it  is  steamed 
out  of — if  it  is  properly  deodorized  and  refined,  it  is  just  as 
pure  as  lard  that  comes  out  of  the  leaf. 

O.  (by  Mr.  Wilson.)  It  is  just  as  good  as  cotton-seed 
oil?     A.     I  believe  it  is. 

Q.  (by  the  Chairman).  When  it  is  advanced  in  decom- 
position, it  ceases  to  be  grease  ?  A.  I  think  the  chemist  will 
tell  you  that  it  evaporates,  but  does  not  decay.  It  is  impos- 
sible for  grease  to  decay. 

O.  (by  Mr.  Blair). It  simply  evaporates  ?  A.  Yes,  sir  ; 
it  does  not  rot. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Wilson).  You  made  what  you  knew  was  re- 
fined lard,  40  years  ago,  did  you  not  ?     A.     Yes|  sir. 

Q.  There  was  nothing  in  it  but  lard  ?  A.  Nothing  but 
pure  lard  in  it. 

O.  Its  name  correctly  described  what  it  was?  A.  Yes, 
sir.     And  it  was  branded  by  our  own  firm  name. 

Q.  Now  refined  lard  which  was  nothing  but  the  product 
of  the  hog  or  hog  fat  had  no  other  admixture  in  it,  and  it  was 
a  well  known  article  40  years  ago  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Known  in  the  markets  of  this  country,  and  known  in 
the  markets  of  the  world  ?  '  A.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  After  a  while,  for  reasons  that  you  have  indicated,  they 
began  to  put  water  in  the  lard  ?     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  one  man  would  put  in  so  much,  and  then  another 
would  go  below  him,  and  so  on,  and  they  got  it  to  the  extent 
of  35  per  cent,  of  adulteration  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  that  was  shipped  to  Europe,  was  it  not  ?  A.  I 
do  not  think  very  much  went  to  Europe.  I  doubt  whether 
any  35  per  cent,  lard  went  to  Europe. 

O.  But  watered  lard  was  shipped  to  Europe  ?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  And  finally  they  got  to  watering  it  so  much  that  there 
was  a  revolt  against  it,  and  the}'  had  to  resort  to  something 
else  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Right  there,  are  you  (ami liar  with  what  they  call  prime 
steam  lard?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

0.  Now,  that  is  an  article  that  is  produced  by  taking  the 
fat  from  the  various  parts  of  the  hog?  A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  all 
round  fat.     It  is  called  hog  round. 

0.  That  is  about  the  only  way  you  can  get  a  uniform 
grade?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

O.     Everybody  knows  just  what  it  is?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

O.  There  is  no  secret  about  it?  A.  No,  sir  ;  there  is  an 
inspector  of  the  Exchange  who  inspects  it  if  there  is  any 
question. 

O.  I  wish  you  would  state  whether  if  you  were  to  see  a 
brand,  or  a  tierce,  or  a  package  of  what  was  called  prime  re- 
fined lard,  or  pure  refined  family  lard,  and  so  on,  you,  as  a 
dealer,  with  your  experience,  would  know  there  was  something 
mixed  in  with  that?  A.  I  would  know  it  was  something  dif- 
ferent from  prime  contract  lard  ;  but  I  would  not  know  what 
it  was.      I  would  know  very  soon  after  I  had  tried  it. 

O.  Could  you  tell  how  much  of  that  was  cotton-seed  oil, 
and  how  much  lard,  and  how  much  stearine?  A.  No,  sir; 
but  I  can  make  a  very  good  guess. 

O.     You  are  an  expert?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

O.  That  might  have  '60  per  cent,  of  lard,  and  it  might 
have  only  40  per  cent,  in  it?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.     It  might  have  only  30  per  cent.?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  it  might  have  this  dead  hog  grease  in  it?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

O.  And  it  might  have  all  these  things  in  it  in  varying  pro- 
portions, and  no  man  whoever  bought  it  could  tell  how  much 
of  the  one  or  the  other  was  in  it?  A.  That  would  seem  to 
be  a  self-evident  fact. 

Q.  So  that  the  difference  now  between  prime  steam  lard  and 
these  things  that  you  call  refined  lard,  is  that  the  prime  steam 
lard  is  made  according  to  a  regulation  which  is  well  known, 
and  which  must  pass  the  inspection  required   by   that   regula- 
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tion  ;  whereas  these  other  articles  nobody  knows  what  they  do 
contain. 

Mr.  Jewell.     I  think  you  have  stated  it  very  well. 

O.     Is  not  that  the  actual  fact  about  it?     A.     I  believe  it  is. 


EXTRACTS 
From   Brief  of  Judge    J.    M.    "Wilson,  March    20th,    1888, 

BEFORE  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  AGRICULTURE,  OF  THE  CON- 
GRESS of  the  United  States,  on  the  Adulterated 
Lard  Bill. 

CROSS  EXAMINATION  OF  JOHN  CALLAHAN. 

O.  (By  Mr.  Wilson.)  How  long  did  you  work  for  Mr. 
Squire  ?     A.     Three  years  and  a  half. 

O.  .   Are  you  still  working  for  him  ?     A.     No,   sir. 

O,     When  did  you  quit  working  for  him  ?     A.     Saturday. 

Q.  How  did  you  happen  to  quit  last  Saturday.  A.  I  was 
a  poor  man,  and  I  got  acquainted  with  this  young  gentleman 
here,  and  he  asked  me  if  I  wanted  a  job  out  West.  I  said 
yes  ;  and  he  said  he  would  give  me  $2.25  a  day.  I  said  $2.25 
a  day  was  better  than  $9  a  week ;  so  I  came  with  him. 

O.  In  other  words,  he  came  to  get  you  to  come  here  to 
testify,  and  he  was  going  to  take  you  to  Chicago  to  work  for 
Mr.  Fairbank.     A.  Yes,  sir. 

CROSS  EXAMINATION  OF   JAMES   MATHEWS. 

O.  (By  Mr.  Wilson.)  When  did  you  first  see  'Mr. 
Eckstein  ?     A.     Tuesday  night. 

O.  Who  introduced  you  to  him  ?  A.  We  just  made  our- 
selves acquainted. 

O.  Did  you  go  and  introduce  yourself  to  him,  or  did  he 
introduce  himself  to  you  ?  A.  He  introduced  himself  to 
me. 
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().  What  did  he  say  to  you  ?  A.  He  only  asked  me 
what  business  I  was  working  at. 

O.  Was  there  any  further  conversation  between  yourself 
and  him  ?  A.  He  asked  me  if  I  wanted  a  good  situation, 
and  he  would  give  it  to  me  if  I  would  go. 

O.  Tell  us  what  he  said  to  you.  A.  He  said  if  I  would 
go  out  there  he  would  give  me  a  good  job. 

O.     What  were  you  to  do  ?     A.     He  didn't  say  what  to  do. 

Q.  You  were  to  come  here  and  testify,  were  you  ?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.     Then  where  were  you  to  go  to  work  ?     A.    To  Chicago. 

Q.     He  was  going  to  take  you  to  Chicago  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  pay  your  expenses  here,  I  suppose  ?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.     And  to  Chicago  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  and  he  talked  it  all  over  about  what  you  wrere  to 
testify  to  ?     A.     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  told  him  you  would  come  and  testify  to  it  ?.  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Wilson.  I  do  not  want  to  ask  him  any  more  ques- 
tions. 

"  This  is  the  attitude  of  Fairbank  &  Co.  This  is  the  defence 
they  have  set  up,  and  these  are  the  methods  they  have  re- 
sorted to  for  the  purpose  of  defending  themselves  and  those 
like  them  in  the  sale  of  a  compound  under  the  name  of  a  well 
known  article  of  food.  Whoever  would  resort  to  such  testi- 
mony and  methods  would  not  hesitate,  not  only  to  sell  one 
one  thing  for  another,  but  would  not  hesitate  to  put  in 
that  thing,  that  which  would  be  most  to  their  own  advan- 
tage, and  consequently  most  to  the  disadvantage  of  whoever 
might  be  induced  to  buy  it.  They  would  not  hesitate  to 
conceal  what  they  actually  did  put  in  ;  and  as  they  can  use 
dead-hog  grease,  they  would  not  hesitate  to  use  dead-hog 
grease.      Parties  who  would  resort  to  such  methods  and  such 


2  1 


testimony  would  not  hesitate  to  deceive  the  public  if  opportu- 
nity offered. 

Since  this  assault  has  been  made  on  the  hog  and  lard 
products  of  the  country,  it  is  not  improper  for  us  to  say  that 
these  statements  have  been  uniformly  denounced  as  untrue, 
and  for  their  support  there  is  absolutely  nothing  in  the  shape 
of  evidence,  excepting  the  statement  of  parties  whose  oppor- 
tunities of  knowledge,  characters,  and  the  inducements  under 
which  they  testify  are  as  above  stated,  a  kind  of  testimony 
upon  which  no  fair-minded  man  would  for  a  moment  rely. 
Men  of  the  highest  character  in  every  part  of  the  country 
where  this  industry  prevails,  and  whose  honor  and  integrity 
have  been  vouched  for  by  gentlemen  of  the  highest  standing, 
have  denounced  these  statements  as  utterly  and  unqualifiedly 
untrue.  Mr.  Whitaker,  Mr.  Ryan,  Mr.  Hill,  Mr.  Sperry,  Mr. 
Hately,  and  others  have  described  to  you  the  manner  of  mak- 
ing prime  steam  lard,  and  have  told  you  that  everything  that 
goes  into  that  article  is  thoroughly  washed,  and,  after  being 
steamed,  thoroughly  settled,  and  thus  the  impurities  removed. 

It  is  a  deliberate  reckless,  wilful,  malignant  attempt  to 
destroy  a  great  industry  and  to  defame  everybody  engaged  in 
it,  from  the  farmer  throughout  the  list,  as  a  justification  or  ex- 
cuse for  the  deceptions  they  are  practicing.  The  wide-spread 
publicity  that  has  been  given  to  this  defamation  is  our 
apology  for  noticing  it. 
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Boston,  Mass.,  April  ioth,  1888. 
To  John  P.  Squire  &  Co. 

Gentlemen ,  —  I  have  had  occasion  to  examine  a  number  of 
samples  of  your  pure  lard  during  the  past  year.  I  have  uni- 
formly found  it  to  be  as  you  claim,  a  pure  lard,  free  from  adul- 
teration of  any  kind,  and  of  superior  quality. 

Yours  respectfully, 

S.  P.  SHARPLES, 

State  Assay er. 
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SQUIRE'S  PURE  LEAF  LARD. 

COPY   OF   ANALYSIS. 
—by- 
James  Baynes,  Jim.,  F.  I.  C,  F.  C.  S.,  F.  R.  ML  S.,  &c 
-County  and  Borough  Analyst 


Chemical  and  Assay  Laboratory, 

Royal  Chambers,  Scale  Lane.   Hull. 

(County  and  Borough  Analysist's  Office,) 

February  nth,  1884. 

I  Hereby  Certify,  that  I  have  visited  the  warehouses  of 
Messrs.  White,  Son  &  Stratten,  and  have  taken  therefrom 
samples  of  Messrs.  J.  P.  Squire  &  Co's.,  (Boston  U.  S.)  Lard, 
and  have  submitted  them  to  analysis. 

I  have  satisfied  myself  as  to  their  freedom  from  water,  farina, 
mineral  matters,  and  foreign  fats,  which  are  so  often  present 
in  commercial  samples  of  Lard,  and  I  can  further  without  any 
hesitation,  testify  that  they  are  perfectly  pure. 

James  Baynes,  Jr. 


Tbe    LA  R  D 
£Aa  n  u fact  u  red  by  us  gua  ra  nteed 
STRICTLY  PU  RE 


FOR  SALE    BY 
ALL  FIR  ST  CLASS    GROCERS 


